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Of course saturation of the limits of Eq. (7) leads to the interesting result that old neutron stars are hotter than young neutron stars, and that a significant fraction of the x-ray flux is caused by monopole-induced nucleon decay in neutron stars. Fiz. 20, 430 (1974) [JETP Lett. 20, 194 (1974) Fiz. 33, 658 (1981) [JETP Lett. 33, 644 (1981) ], and Monopole-Induced Proton Decay" (unpublished); F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1146 (1982 . Although in some models the range of. AB& 0 reactions are cut off at the scale of the fermion mass, as Wilczek points out, there may be suppressions of (mf/m~)", where mf is the fermion mass, mĩ s the weak boson mass, and n is some positive number.
4B. Cabrera, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1378 Lett. 48, (1982 . 5Previous searches for ionizing monopoles have resulted in a flux limit of I ( 10 J. 163, 225 (1971) ] and confirm the previous result I ( 10 ' cm sr ' cm ' for 10'6-GeV mass monopoles, and a larger flux limit for more massive ones.
'When the monopole strikes the neutron star surface it will be semirelativistic {v = -c/3). En 
